3/12/70 

Dear Gary, 

Your letter of the 7th arrived yesterday. I respond in the usual haste 
so that, after getting Lil to wdrk, I can also esums it. Unless the mail imoinges 
I want to start working on Rhoads, first. with a letter preparatory to the anneal ' 
he offered to expedite. The record that emerges from the summary of this file is 
one no decent man could live with. I intend telling him just that and daring him 
“° lV rie ,'H " hat he ha3 signed. Perhaps the actuals filing of the suit on the Ray 
stuff will stir him a bit, for it hold forth then prospect this record will be 
spread on a court record. 

. If there ore things in your letter op whoch I do not comment, this d^es x- 
cot signal disagreement. Merely time. 

I am, in general, in accord with your medical observations. T 0 a large 
degree they express r.y own beliefs. The one area, aside from still having no 
reflection of either the desire or intent to inform me, where I remain discuited 
is there seems to be no exploration of the kind of thing that could cause such things 
as a sudden blood stoppage. This is tne longest consultation I've ever had at 
-roup health. Normal! they allow on 20 minutes for a "complete" physical. Had tnis 
not been s new doctor, on nis first day, it would not have happened. His training 
also is different, as 1 could dected in his methods and tne things he did that 
others didn't. n e is. an Indian, which oerhaps explains it. I also feel there should 
h ve been a complete neurological exam. 

Gary Short: after you read the letters attached to the complain, whr.ich 
is not* all of them, perhaps you’d like to call his attention to them. I think there 
is enough there, again on the integrity of government. It. makes little difference 
to me wn ether he wants to do a show by phone or not, but 1 have done one on this for 
jce J-'olan, Q ndit stuns. 

Say nothing febout it. Bud Bud is now of Ray’s counsel. He is informing 
his "associates”, including Stoner! We* 11 see what ensues. I think a while beck 
anyone would have called this impossible. I’ve been working on it for many months. 

I think it remains unrecognized, but sside from the content of my work in COU 13 II 
which should be enough to get him a trial, this suits also holds that prospect, but 
not with the kind of counsel who hsd represented him to date. 

Thanks for the postage. The things in your Mary letter deal largely with 

what I’ve not been in on. Sorry to near of her son’s illness. How serious is it? 

I’ve had no answers on the Bonner letters and I didnU expect any. I 
merely wanted to let her know and make a record. However, If I could get a small bsui 
band of younf lawyers, I feel I couldpt accomplish much with vivil suits. I wrote 
an old friend now a successful lawyer in Chicago asking him to learn whether a suit 
against Kallberg could be fruitful. I have no doubt of the libel nor of the malice 
of intent, a current prerequsitie of a libel action. The most dramatic, howev-r,xxEX 
would be against the TV nets/FCC, with the possibility of both hearings arri suits. 
...Part of the current Pap Brown stuff is like a paraphrasing of rarts of COUP. 

My plans in the Ray matter do not er.d here, but I also think it expedient 

not to make mention of what I have in mind, in several areas. The hardest things 

for me in this kind of thing is patience, going slowly. Being alone and without 
means also makes it more difficult. 

Best, 


